Introduction into the problem
The current state of the legal regulation of search is characterized by imperfection of normative regulation of this sphere of activity because of its divergence, fragmentation and inconsistency of regulatory provisions that often do not take into account the nature of the ongoing search activities. At search in the prescribed manner unreasonably much time is spent on planning, execution of tasks and coordination with regulatory permissive authorities for search activities. And given the high degree of organization and equipment, the mobility of the modern criminality leads to low efficiency and lack of results in the implementation of search.
Situations requiring the urgent search remain legally unregulated, and in such cases the use of existing legislation on taking search measures can lead to a negative result and non-accomplishment of the search objectives. Whether a crime is solved or not often depends on the timeliness, quickness and urgency of the search.
Grounds of the study, setting of the problem, conception
The legal regulation of urgent search is inextricably linked with the organization of the search activity in general. Legal regulation of the search activity is a legislatively regulated process of setting and detection of a search object in connection with the committed offense.
Collection, study and use of information are a major problem of the legal regulation of the search activity. Since the research is based on the idea that the concepts of the "operational-search activity" and the "search" are not identical, the latter is a broader and independent area of activity involving not only search operations, but also the procedural and organizational-tactical actions.
In this case, the legal regulation of search under the operational-search legislation is partial. In addition, the majority of the substatutory legal acts that directly regulate the issues of covert search activity traditionally refer to secret departmental normative sources (orders, instructions, etc.), which are only mentioned in the public filings. 
Discussion
Given the above, it should be stated that the urgent search as an independent type of the search activity, in fact, is not regulated the Russian legislation. However, in our opinion, it is theoretically justified and practically necessary to Quite often, in theory they take as a basis a judgment that these activities are also independent in practice in the legal field. However, despite the differences in objectives, methods, means and ways of implementation of these activities, as well as the sources of the legal regulation, it is clear that the purpose of the operationalsearch and the criminal procedure activity is detection of a crime, and at the urgent search the activity is aimed at the specific objective that is establishment and detection of sought- Russian Federation No. 703, FSS of Russia No. 509, FSO of Russia No. 507, FCS of Russia No. 1820 , SVR of Russia No. 42, FSIN of Russia No. 535, FSKN of Russia No. 398, SK of Russia No. 68 of 27.09.2013 . Rossiyskaia gazeta, No.282, 13.12.2013 . vnutrennikh del Rossiiskoi Federatsii, upolnomochennykh izdavat' raspoiazheniia o provedenii glasnogo operativno-rozysknogo meropriiatiia, obsledovanie pomeshchenii, zdanii, sooruzhenii, uchastkov mestnosti i transportnykh sredstv: Prikaz MVD Rossii ot 01.04.2014 
